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RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 



Dear Sir: 

This is in response to the Office Action dated December 28, 2006. In the Office Action, 
all of the claims in the application, namely claims 1-103, were made subject to a 
restriction/election requirement. Applicant was required to elect between two separate and 
distinct inventions, namely Group I - claims 1-18, 37-64 and 93-97 drawn to a product in the 
form of a sterilization wrap and Group II - claims 19-36, 65-92 and 98-103 drawn to a process 
for use of the product of Group I for sterilizing an article. In addition, the Office Action required 
Applicant to make a species election, namely Species A directed towards the invention 
disclosed in Figures 2-8, Species B directed towards the invention disclosed in Figures 9-10, 
and Species C directed towards the invention disclosed in Figures 11-12. In addition, the 
Applicant was required to list all claims readable on the elected species. 
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Applicant hereby elects the invention of Group I, namely claims 1-18, 37-64 and 93-97, 
to prosecute in this application while reserving the right to file a divisional application with 
respect to the claims of Group II. Applicant further elects the species of Species A directed 
towards the invention disclosed in Figures 2-8 while reserving the right to file a divisional 
application or applications directed to Species B and Species C. 

The following claims read on Species A of the invention of Group I: 1-18, 37-41 , 43-48, 
54-63, 93, and 95-97. 

The above elections are made with traverse. While Applicant does not disagree with the 
Examiner's contention that the two groups and three species are patentably distinct, Applicant 
submits that because these inventions are highly related, it would not be a serious burden on 
the Examiner to simultaneously examine all of the claims in this application since all of the 103 
claims in this application will need to be searched in the sterilization wrap classes and 
subclasses. 

Applicant respectfully requests an examination on the merits of those claims. 



Respectfully submitted, 



CARTER SCHNEDLER & MONTEITH, PA 
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deposited on the date indicated above with the United States 
Postal Service as First Class Mail in an envelope addressed to 
the Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 
22313-1450, under the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 1.8. 
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